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COMMITTEE REPORTS

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON PROBATE CODE
To

THE MINNESOTA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION:

RECOMMENDATIONS
1. That actions for wrongful death be instituted in District
Court by a trustee appointed by the District Court instead of by
appointment of a special administrator in Probate Court.
2. That Section 7-Chapter 315 Laws of 1939 providing for
the filing of Old Age Liens in Probate Coffrt be eliminated.
3. That County Treasurers be required to deposit wills found
in checking deposit boxes with the Probate Court.
4. That Section 68 providing for General Administration be
clarified so as to show the persons entitled to petition for general
administration the same as set up in Section 51 for probate of wills.
5. That Section 188 be amended to eliminate the notice required to be sent to the Tax Commission. That such notice be
required to be given by amending Section 87.
6. That Section 166 be amended to provide for mailed notice
of appeal to parties who appear of record but do not appear at the
hearing instead of present provision providing for service on probate judge for parties who do not appear.
Respectfully submitted,
J. A. MORRISON, Chairman

E. J.

HINIKER

EDWARD TIIELEN

ROBERT BEACH HENTON
MANLEY L. FOSSEEN
ABBOTT
FLETCHER

J.

JOHN CHRISTOPHERSON

J. K. UNmRHI|.I

L.

0. J.

ANDERSON

R. KIASEUS
RASMUS HAiE
E. J. RUEGEMER

E. S. STRINGER

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC
RELATIONS
To

THE

INNESOTA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION:

RECOMMENDATIONS
As to Local Bar Associations
It is recommended that a Public Relations Committee be formed
to work in close cooperation with local newspapers to interpret
and explain legal matters of local interest, decisions of courts of
local interest and to present the point of view of the legal profession on all matters in which the mass judgment or public opinion
of lawyers is based.
As to the State Bar Association
It is urgently recommended that a public relations or publicity
Counselor be added to the Staff of the Executive Secretary to com-
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bat unfair adverse publicity given to the legal profession, to issue
news releases of the kind described in the Report ("Sample Bulletin") on subjects of current public interest such as leases, wills,
tax returns, adoptions, social security, divorce laws, and to explain
and interpret current decisions of the courts from a layman's as
well as a lawyer's point of view, and to stress the concept of "Preventive Law." A publicity counselor would also advise on radio
programs, lawyers' speakers bureaus and other related matters.
As to the American Bar Assoctation

It is recommended that the American Bar Association be urged
to create a Committee or Commission (aided by experts) to study
the broad problem of the relations of the Bar and the Public with
special emphasis on the movies, the radio, and on institutional
advertising comparable to that carried on on behalf of the medical
and dental professions by drug producers, dental supply companies,
life insurance companies and others. While this national field presents the largest and most fertile field for work, it is definitely
beyond the scope of this committee's power or authority. Xte
presume to discuss it only because of the urgent needs and the
apparent lack of an over-all comprehensive study by any committee
of the American Bar Association, whose secretary informed this
committee that no reports had been filed by the Committee on
Public Relations in recent years and no program of public relations
was being carried on.
REPORT
The work of the Committee on Public Relations has been and is of a

long range nature and the problems are far from being easy of solution. The
Committee began its work in 1943 under the able leadership of the late
Albin Christofferson of St. Paul whose untimely death deprived the Bar
of one of its ablest lawyers, and this Association of one of its most loyal
and ardent workers. Mr. Christofferson had been a member of tile Committee
on Public Relations for many years and had, through long acquaintance.
developed a keen insight into the basic problems of the relationship of the
lawyer and his public.
During the course of the year several meetings of the entire Committee
were held in addition to a number of informal conferences by several members of the Committee. On several occasions various aspects of tile problems
were discussed with public relations experts and others skilled in dealing
with mass or public opinion analysis.
No difficulty was experienced in agreeing that the relationship between
the professlon and the public is not good, i.e., that the mass opinion of the
legal profession is not a high one and not a fair one. Lawyers generally and
qualified observers outside the profession seem to agree on this.
Examining into and searching for tie causes of this situation led tile
Committee to certain tentative conclusions as to those causes and po;Ible
steps to improve the attitude of the public toward the legal profession. While
this might have certain economic implications the Committee agreed that
the primary purpose of any activity of this committee was to secure for
the legal profession the respect of the public based on an understanding
of the place and function of the lawyer in modem society, tie complexity
and difficulty of his problems and the high standards accepted and followed
by the great majority of lawyers in the administration of justice.
To understand the basis and reason for any mass judgment today we
must look to the sources which most directly affect and influence tie man-
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ners, styles, speech, habits, and morals of the day. The obvious sources are:
Newspapers (and magazines)
Movies (and plays)
Radio
In other words mass judgment-public opinion-on almost every subject is greatly influenced by the treatment of that subject in and by these
media. Obviously it is almost impossible for a local or state Bar
Association to reach any but the local media -the
press. The treatment of legal subjects in the movies and on the radio is the responsibility of the American Bar Association. This does not mean that posltive
work on public relations programs cannot and should not be conducted by
State and Local Bar Association through their local radio stations.
This is not to suggest that the public is wholly wrong in the opinion of
the profession but only to suggest that it is not wholly fair. As lawyers
we must recognize that much of the ill will toward our profession is a direct
result of the conduct of the "fringe" of the profession-lawyers not properly trained and therefore incompetent and lawyers who are morally unfitwho flout the standards accepted and observed by the vast majority. For
this the legal profession can look to two sources: (1)The indifference and
laxity of the profession itself toward misconduct of its members, and
(2) the same attitude in the courts charged with responsibility and a lack
of political courage on the part of the courts to take the steps necessary to
enforce the standards we profess and to refuse admission to applicants
who are morally and intellectually unfit.
This is a stern indictment but facts are stubborn things and as lawyers
we must be the last to gloss over them or seek escape from them. The fact
remains however, that granting the truth of these things, they are the
exception, but the public regards the exception as the rule and judges the
entire profession by the conduct of the guilty minority. A major function
of this Committee is to turn the spotlight of publicity and direct public attention
on the work, conduct and standards of the majority of the legal profession.
To correct misinformation we must examine into and attempt to exert
reasonable and proper influence on the treatment of the legal profession
by the press, the radio, and the movies. This is defensive purely but an
examination of the press reporting of subjects affecting lawsuits, lawyers
and legal matters over a considerable period of time by four newspapers
showed that in only a small percentage of cases was the reporting either
accurate or fair to the legal profession. Whatever is inaccurate is per se
not in the public interest.
This is a criticism as much of the profession as of the press. A modern
newspaper is written and printed under great pressure and at high speed.
If legal matters are to have accurate, complete and fair interpretation the
press must have some officially sanctioned source to which it can turn and in
the space of an hour or less have the lawyers' viewpoint and interpretation.
To accomplish this the paper cannot call just "any lawyer" but must be
able to clear such matters through a Bar Association of lawyers working
in close cooperation with the local press. In larger cities the work of a
volunteer Bar Committee must be supplemented with a skilled professioil-t
public relations or publicity counselor. Lawyers are prone to urge the publc
to "consult trained professional counselors" on legal matters. We must
now practice our preachments on a problem which is beyond the scope of
a lawyer's training, thinking or experience.
To illustrate the type of work which a skilled publicity counselor could
perform, the following type of bulletin could be released to all papers
in Minnesota thirty days or more before income tax deadlines. Emphasis
would be on the public interest rather than the lawyer's prerogathe.
"SAMPLE BULLETIN
This release was prepared by direction of the Public Information
Committee of the Minnesota State Bar Association, 709 New York
Life Building, Minneapolis, Minnesota. Every effort is made to have
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every statement checked in the light of the latest decisions, statutes
and regulations which are pertinent.
TAXPAYERS WARNED ON IMPORTANCE OF

DEDUCTIONS IN MAKING RETURNS
"Hidden Fees" may increase cost of non-professional advice.
One of the chief concerns of the Taxpayer, according to a
bulletin issued today by the Mfinnesota State Bar Associations
Committee on Public Information, is the nmatter of taking all
deductions allowable under the Revenue Acts, Treasury Regulations, court decisions and Treasury Decisions. While these deductions may be relatively simple in the case of a wage earner, they
are not so for a professional man or woman or proprietor of a small
business, or skilled worker. A single deduction, according to the Bulletin, may make a difference of $50.00 to $100.00 in taxes.
All of the information concerning these deductions is in the
possession of the Taxpayer and should be reduced to a written
memo before consulting a professional adviser. By starting early
rather than waiting until the last minute rush the Taxpayer is more
likely to remember and record all items which are deductible.
Thus one who lives in a duplex and rents out the lower or upper
apartment may deduct from the rental income one half of the taxes.
insurance premiums, repairs, fuel and other costs which go to produce the rental income. The skilled worker who furnishes his own
tools may deduct depreciation in the value of the tools from is
salary.
Other common deductions are also described in tile Bulletin
which concludes by pointing out that "curbstone tax experts" may
actually cost the Taxpayer $50.00 to $100.00 in hidden fees by
failing to take advantage of all deductions allowed under Treasury
Regulations and court decisions with which tie trained professional
alone is familiar.
Copies of the Bulletin may be obtained without cost from
Bert A. McKasy, Executive Secretary, Minnesota State Bar Association, 709 New York Life Building, Minneapolis.
(NOTE. The Bulletin itself should clearly direct ite Taxpayer
to consult his lawyer.)"
Space does not permit further illustration or further discussion of the
premises on which your committee's tentative conclusions were based but a
summary of those conclusions is presented as the recommendations of this
Committee.
Respectfully submitted,
WARREN E. BURGER (Acting Chairman)
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